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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1,10,1 9, 28, 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being anticipated 
by QU et al (US 2004/0203651 A1 ). 

Regarding claim 1 , QU discloses a method of accessing functions of a mobile 
communication device 100 (abstract) comprising: generating a consolidated event list 
[displayed annunciators] to consolidate events according to event type, the 
consolidated event list comprising one or more event items, with each event item 
corresponding to a different event type (paragraph 10-12); dynamically updating the 
consolidated event list by adding an event item when a new event occurs and the 
consolidated event list does not already have an event item corresponding to the same 
event type (Table 2; paragraph 28, 29); automatically deleting an event item when a 
user has responded to all events corresponding to the event item (paragraph 12, 31, 
40); displaying the consolidated event list to a user on a display (Figures 1 and 2); 
associating a menu item in a hierarchical menu with each event item in the consolidated 
event list (paragraph 27); and invoking the associated menu item in said hierarchical 
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menu responsive to selection of an event item from the consolidated event list by the 
user (paragraph 62, 64). 

Regarding claim 10, QU discloses a mobile communication device 100 
comprising: a display 110 for displaying menu items in a hierarchical menu for selection 
by a user (Figures 1 and 2); a memory 530 for storing a consolidated event list that 
consolidates events according to event type, the consolidated event list comprising one 
or more event items, with each event item corresponding to a different event type 
(paragraph 10-12); and a processor 526 configure to: dynamically update said 
consolidated event list by adding an event item [annunciator] to said consolidated 
event list when a new designated event occurs and the consolidated event list does not 
already have an event item corresponding to the same event type (Table 2; paragraph 
28, 29); and automatically deleting an event item from said consolidated event list when 
a user has responded to all events corresponding to the event item (paragraph 12, 31, 
40); display said consolidated event list on a display for viewing by a user (Figures 1 
and 2); associate a menu item in a hierarchical menu with each event item in said 
consolidated event list (paragraph 27); and invoke the associated menu item in said 
hierarchical menu responsive to selection of an event item from the consolidated event 
list by the user (paragraph 62, 64). 

Regarding claim 19, QU discloses a circuit 100x for controlling a user interface 
including a display 110, said circuit comprising a processor 526 programmed to: 
generate a consolidated event list [displayed annunciators] to consolidate events 
according to event type, the consolidated event list comprising one or more event items, 
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with each event item corresponding to a different event type (paragraph 10-12); 
dynamically update the consolidated event list by adding an event item when a new 
event occurs and the consolidated event list does not already have an event item 
corresponding to the same event type (Table 2; paragraph 28, 29); deleting an event 
item when a user has responded to all events corresponding to the event item 
(paragraph 12,31, 40); display the consolidated event list to a user on a display 
(Figures 1 and 2); associate a menu item in a hierarchical menu with each event item in 
the consolidated event list (paragraph 27); and invoke the associated menu item in said 
hierarchical menu responsive to selection of an event item from the consolidated event 
list by the user (paragraph 62, 64). 

Regarding claim 28, QU discloses a computer readable medium having logic 
stored thereon, the logic configured to control a user interface in a mobile 
communication device, and to control said mobile communication device to: generate a 
consolidated event list [displayed annunciators] to consolidate events according to 
event type, the consolidated event list comprising one or more event items, with each 
event item corresponding to a different event type (paragraph 10-12); dynamically 
update the consolidated event list by adding an event item when a new event occurs 
and the consolidated event list does not already have an event item corresponding to 
the same event type (Table 2; paragraph 28, 29); automatically deleting an event item 
when a user has responded to all events corresponding to the event item (paragraph 
12,31, 40); display the consolidated event list to a user on a display (Figures 1 and 2); 
associate a menu item in a hierarchical menu with each event item in the consolidated 
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event list (paragraph 27); and invoke the associated menu item in said hierarchical 
menu responsive to selection of an event item from the consolidated event list by the 
user (paragraph 62, 64). 

Regarding claim 35, see the rejections of the parent claim concerning the subject 
matter this claim is dependent upon. QU further discloses wherein dynamically 
updating the consolidated event list further comprises determining a type for the new 
event, and adding the event item to the consolidated list if the type of new event has not 
been excluded by the user (paragraph 12, 28, 56-58; QU discloses the ability to activate 
and deactivate certain functions of the annunciator. Furthermore while QU discloses 
that any of the items on Table 2 may be used, in the examples provide by QU, none of 
the applications shown have been excluded). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

4. Claims 4-7, 13-16, 22-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over QU et al (US 2004/0203651 A1 ) in view of KRAFT (6,381 ,474 B1 ). 

Regarding claim 4, see the rejections of the parent claim concerning the subject 
matter this claim is dependent upon. Although QU discloses the use of shortcut 
commands, QU does not expressly disclose wherein said consolidated event list is 
displayed responsive to entry of a shortcut command by said user. In a similar field of 
endeavor, KRAFT discloses wherein a consolidated event list is displayed responsive to 
entry of a shortcut command by said user (abstract; Figure 3; col. 3, line 57-col. 4, line 
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8; col. 4, line 50-57; col. 7, line 44-51). Therefore it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify QU to 
include the teachings of KRAFT, since displaying a list responsive to a user command 
allows control of a display based on a users input. Furthermore, display of various lists 
through a shortcut is well known and conventional in the art and allows various menus 
and submenus to be accessed according to a programmed interface. 

Regarding claim 5, see the rejections of the parent claim concerning the subject 
matter this claim is dependent upon. However, QU does not expressly disclose further 
comprising sorting said consolidated event list before said consolidated event list is 
displayed. In the same field of endeavor, KRAFT discloses sorting a consolidated event 
list before said consolidated event list is displayed (col. 2, line 39-58; col. 7, line 52-64). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify QU to include the teachings of KRAFT, since such a 
modification provides a listing of most relevant events based on a user defined priority. 
Furthermore, the use of a sorted list is well known and conventional in the art that 
provides data sets according to a defined rule. 

Regarding claim 6, see the rejections of the parent claim concerning the subject 
matter this claim is dependent upon. The combination of QU and KRAFT further 
discloses wherein said consolidated event list is sorted in time order (KRAFT - col. 2, 
line 39-58; col. 7, line 52-64). 

Regarding claim 7, see the rejections of the parent claim concerning the subject 
matter this claim is dependent upon. The combination of QU and KRAFT further 
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discloses wherein said consolidated event list is sorted based on priorities assigned to 
said consolidated events on said consolidated event list (KRAFT - col. 2, line 39-58; col. 
7, line 52-64). 

Regarding claim 13, see the rejections of the parent claim concerning the subject 
matter this claim is dependent upon. Although QU discloses the use of shortcut 
commands, QU does not expressly disclose wherein the processor displays said 
consolidated event list responsive to entry of a shortcut command by said user. In a 
similar field of endeavor, KRAFT discloses wherein a consolidated event list is 
displayed responsive to entry of a shortcut command by said user (abstract; Figure 3; 
col. 3, line 57-col. 4, line 8; col. 4, line 50-57; col. 7, line 44-51 ). Therefore it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify QU to include the teachings of KRAFT, since displaying a list responsive to a 
user command allows control of a display based on a users input. Furthermore, display 
of various lists through a shortcut is well known and conventional in the art and allows 
various menus and submenus to be accessed according to a programmed interface. 

Regarding claim 14, see the rejections of the parent claim concerning the subject 
matter this claim is dependent upon. However, QU does not expressly disclose wherein 
the processor sorts said consolidated event list before said consolidated event list is 
displayed. In the same field of endeavor, KRAFT discloses sorting a consolidated event 
list before said consolidated event list is displayed (col. 2, line 39-58; col. 7, line 52-64). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify QU to include the teachings of KRAFT, since such a 
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modification provides a listing of most relevant events based on a user defined priority. 
Furthermore, the use of a sorted list is well known and conventional in the art that 
provides data sets according to a defined rule. 

Regarding claim 15, see the rejections of the parent claim concerning the subject 
matter this claim is dependent upon. The combination of QU and KRAFT further 
discloses wherein said processor sorts said consolidated event list is in time order 
(KRAFT - col. 2, line 39-58; col. 7, line 52-64). 

Regarding claim 16, see the rejections of the parent claim concerning the subject 
matter this claim is dependent upon. The combination of QU and KRAFT further 
discloses wherein said processor sorts said consolidated event list based on priorities 
assigned to said consolidated events on said consolidated event list (KRAFT - col. 2, 
line 39-58; col. 7, line 52-64). 

Regarding claim 22, see the rejections of the parent claim concerning the subject 
matter this claim is dependent upon. Although QU discloses the use of shortcut 
commands, QU does not expressly disclose wherein the processor displays said 
consolidated event list responsive to entry of a shortcut command by said user. In a 
similar field of endeavor, KRAFT discloses wherein a consolidated event list is 
displayed responsive to entry of a shortcut command by said user (abstract; Figure 3; 
col. 3, line 57-col. 4, line 8; col. 4, line 50-57; col. 7, line 44-51 ). Therefore it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify QU to include the teachings of KRAFT, since displaying a list responsive to a 
user command allows control of a display based on a users input. Furthermore, display 
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of various lists through a shortcut is well known and conventional in the art and allows 
various menus and submenus to be accessed according to a programmed interface. 

Regarding claim 23, see the rejections of the parent claim concerning the subject 
matter this claim is dependent upon. However, QU does not expressly disclose wherein 
the processor sorts said consolidated event list before said consolidated event list is 
displayed. In the same field of endeavor, KRAFT discloses sorting a consolidated event 
list before said consolidated event list is displayed (col. 2, line 39-58; col. 7, line 52-64). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify QU to include the teachings of KRAFT, since such a 
modification provides a listing of most relevant events based on a user defined priority. 
Furthermore, the use of a sorted list is well known and conventional in the art that 
provides data sets according to a defined rule. 

Regarding claim 24, see the rejections of the parent claim concerning the subject 
matter this claim is dependent upon. The combination of QU and KRAFT further 
discloses wherein said processor sorts said consolidated event list is in time order 
(KRAFT - col. 2, line 39-58; col. 7, line 52-64). 

Regarding claim 25, see the rejections of the parent claim concerning the subject 
matter this claim is dependent upon. The combination of QU and KRAFT further 
discloses wherein said processor sorts said consolidated event list based on priorities 
assigned to said consolidated events on said consolidated event list (KRAFT - col. 2, 
line 39-58; col. 7, line 52-64). 
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5. Claims 8, 9, 17, 18, 26, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over QU et al (US 2004/0203651 A1) in view of KRAFT (6,381 ,474 B1) 
and further in view of ROTH (US 6,266,060 B1). 

Regarding claim 8, see the rejections of the parent claim concerning the subject 
matter this claim is dependant upon. Although KRAFT discloses using priority sorting 
(col. 2, line 39-58; col. 7, line 52-64), the combination of QU and KRAFT does not 
expressly disclose wherein said priorities are assigned to said events items on said 
consolidated event list by the user. ROTH discloses wherein said priorities are 
assigned to said events items on said consolidated event list by the user (column 13, 
line 21 -column 14, line 33). Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the combination of 
QU and KRAFT to include the menu sorting abilities described in ROTH as both 
disclose a way to prioritize menu rankings. As stated by ROTH, it should be understood 
that the present invention can be used to arrange any menu of user-selectable items 
regardless of the medium that is used to present the menu (column 5, lines 30-38, 
column 5, lines 46-59, column 6, lines 31-42). This is beneficial in that it allows for 
various sorting techniques in any menu environment of user-selectable items. 

Regarding claim 9, see the rejections of the parent claim concerning the subject 
matter this claim is dependant upon. The combination of QU, KRAFT, and ROTH 
further discloses wherein said consolidated event list is sorted based on usage statistics 
associated with said events items on said consolidated event list (ROTH - column 13, 
line 21-column 14, line 33). 
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Regarding claim 17 and 26, see the rejections of the parent claims concerning 
the subject matter these claims are dependant upon. Although KRAFT discloses using 
priority sorting (col. 2, line 39-58; col. 7, line 52-64), the combination of QU and KRAFT 
does not expressly disclose wherein said priorities are assigned to said events items on 
said consolidated event list by the user. ROTH discloses wherein said priorities are 
assigned to said events items on said consolidated event list by a user (column 13, line 
21 -column 14, line 33). Therefore it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the combination of QU and 
KRAFT to include the menu sorting abilities described in ROTH as both disclose a way 
to prioritize menu rankings. As stated by ROTH, it should be understood that the 
present invention can be used to arrange any menu of user-selectable items regardless 
of the medium that is used to present the menu (column 5, lines 30-38, column 5, lines 
46-59, column 6, lines 31-42). This is beneficial in that it allows for various sorting 
techniques in any menu environment of user-selectable items. 

Regarding claim 18 and 27, see the rejections of the parent claims concerning 
the subject matter these claims are dependant upon. The combination of QU, KRAFT, 
and ROTH further discloses wherein the processor sorts said consolidated event list 
based on usage statistics associated with said events items on said consolidated event 
list (ROTH - column 13, line 21-column 14, line 33). 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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MOON et al (US 6,385,662) - Processing information using a personal 
communication assistant 

SMITH et al (US 6,333,973) - Integrated message center 
7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ARIEL BALAOING whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7317. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:00 
AM to 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, V. Paul Harper can be reached on (571) 272-7605. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/VINCENT P. HARPER/ /Ariel Balaoing/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



/A. B./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



